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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Coccaro (US 
4,690,605, cited by applicant). 

Coccaro shows a jack and dolly device for a vehicle tire comprising frame 14, 
first and second jaws 28, 30 with first ends movably coupled to the frame (jaw 28 is 
movable relative to frame portion 18, while jaw 30 is movable relative to frame portion 
16; nothing precludes such an interpretation) and second ends having support wheels 
69, 79, respectively, such that as the jaws are closed a vehicle tire placed between 
them is lifted, wherein only the support wheels and a "mobilization device" 41, 53 
mounted to the frame touch a ground surface when the apparatus is in position to lift. 

4. Claims 1 1 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coccaro in view of Weaver (US 1,674,813). 

The mobilization device of Coccaro is not powered. 
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Weaver shows a jack which, after lifting a vehicle, is used as a dolly by utilizing 
powered driving wheel 16. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the apparatus of Coccaro by powering the mobilization 
device, as shown by Weaver, as this would provide easier movement of the vehicle 
being lifted. Although Weaver utilizes a hand crank rather than a motor to power the 
wheel, it has been held that broadly providing mechanical or automatic means to 
replace manual activity involves only routine skill in the art. 

Re claim 18, note rollers 300 of Coccaro. 

Re claim 19, the lever 194 and associated mechanism of Coccaro is considered 
to be a "powered jaw closing mechanism", absent any structural limitations. 

5. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coccaro in view of Weaver, as applied to claim 1 1 above, and further in view of Mankey 
(US 4,596,300). 

Coccaro as modified does not show a remote control. 

Mankey shows a powered moving mechanism which is coupled to a wheel or 
wheels of a vehicle otherwise unable to move on its own. As clearly seen in figure 1 , it is 
remote controlled. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have further modified Coccaro by utilizing a remote control device, as 
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shown by Mankey, to enhance maneuverability by allowing control of the apparatus 
from the most desirable or convenient vantage point. 

Re claim 1 3, Coccaro as modified does not show the mobilization device to 
comprise a chain linking first and second sprockets, although Weaver's system does 
utilize a generally similar sprocket/shaft gear system. Furthermore, Mankey shows the 
mobilization device to comprise motor 48 having an unlabeled but inherent shaft with 
sprocket 52, "wheel" 42 with sprocket 56, and chain 54 mechanically linking the 
sprockets. To have further modified the apparatus of Coccaro by utilizing a mobilization 
device having the features shown by Mankey would have been obvious, as this would 
simply be the use of a well known and art recognized means of delivering power. 

6. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coccaro 
in view of Weaver, as applied to claims 18-19 above, and further in view of Lotspeich et 
al (US 4,976,449). 

Coccaro as modified does not show the jaw closing mechanism to comprise a 
threaded rod attached to corresponding receivers on the jaws. 

Lotspeich et al shows a wheel dolly wherein opposed movable jaws are 
manipulated by rotating a threaded rod mounted in receivers. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have further modified the apparatus of Coccaro by utilizing a threaded rod 
mounted in receivers as the means of closing the jaws, as shown by Lotspeich et al, as 
this would simply be a well known alternate equivalent means of manipulating the jaws. 
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As noted above, the use of a motor to replace manual activity is considered to require 
only routine skill. 

7. Claims 15, 17, and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Grignon (US 5,518,260). 

Grignon shows a means for dollying a round object by closing opposed jaws 36 
relative to jaws 26 to lift the object, and powered means 12 for moving the round object. 
Although not explicitly stated, since the powered means is a self-propelled truck, it is 
considered to inherently comprise a motorized wheel. 

8. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grignon 
in view of Coccaro. 

Although Grignon shows a roller 38 on the jaws, it is not for supporting the object. 

Coccaro shows that it is well known in the art to utilize rollers on opposed 
movable jaws for improving the ability of the jaws to pick up a round object. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Grignon by utilizing rollers on the jaws to support the round 
object, as shown by Coccaro, as this would reduce friction when picking up the object. 

9. Claims 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grignon in view of Mankey 

Grignon does not show a remote control device. 
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Mankey, as noted above, shows a remote controlled powered moving 
mechanism which is coupled to a wheel or wheels of a vehicle otherwise unable to 
move on its own. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Grignon by utilizing a remote control device, as shown by 
Mankey, to enhance maneuverability by allowing control of the apparatus from the most 
desirable or convenient vantage point. 

Re claim 25, to have located the remote control inside the vehicle being 
maneuvered would be an obvious expediency if that was in fact the most desirable or 
convenient place in which to control the apparatus. 

10. Claims 1-5 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Grignon in view of Roman (US 5,049,025). 

Grignon shows the movable jaws to be pivotally rather than slidably mounted on 
the frame. 

Roman shows a similar apparatus wherein first and second jaws 2, 4 are slidably 
mounted relative to each other by being coupled to threaded rods 18. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Grignon by utilizing threaded rods for slidably mounting the 
jaws, as shown by Roman, as this would simply be an alternate equivalent means of 
performing the same function in the same environment, the use of which in the 
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apparatus of Grignon would neither require undue experimentation nor produce 
unexpected results. 

Regarding claims 4-5, the use of a motor fixedly engaged to a wheel for powering 
the device, if not inherent in Grignon, is considered an obvious design expediency. 

Re claims 7-9, note that when the wheel of the vehicle is lifted, only caster 
mounted "main support wheels" 50, 52 and the mobilization device contact the ground. 

1 1 . Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Grignon 
in view of Roman, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Mankey. 

Grignon as modified by Roman does not show details of the mobilization device. 

Mankey, as noted above, shows the powered mobilization device to comprise 
motor 48 having a shaft with sprocket 52, "wheel" 42 with sprocket 56, and chain 54. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have further modified the apparatus of Grignon by utilizing a mobilization 
device having the features shown by Mankey, as this would simply be the use of a well 
known and art recognized means of delivering power. 

1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Keenan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6925. The examiner can normally be reached on (schedule varies). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eillen Lillis can be reached on 571-272-6928. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).. 
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